Approved For Release 2000/09/11 :

0ffi

COHFID

CENTRAL INTE

INFORMATI

COUNTRY USSR

Background of the Agricultural Rel
of the Soviet Unior

SUBJECT

PLACE /CQUIRED
(v SOURCE)

cey

1954 and

ACQUIRED
SOURCE)

DATE
(gy

DATE (oF tnfo.) egrlier

At the present time the whole structur

these changes as the veginning of & ne
agriculture because some of the measur
ment to increcase agricult iral producti
are ogaln retreating from their besic

sure (A)/ Some economists are even in
revolution in Soviet agriculture" and

f4rst and second agricultural revoluti
which followed the Bolshevix Revolutio
collectivization and "lsquidation of K
Year-Plan in 1925-30.(2

The Molenkov regime has cectainly adop
ing, which lays grcater stress upon ag
ments. The question arises:
thelr agriculitural difficuvlties within

ty

The agricultural reform prog.sam launc.
another link in the chaiu of eventr wh
development. of Soviet agriculture duri
considered ln the light of historical

U.S. offieg

lNAVV

[L‘I TRIRGTION »p If.?ht T ! ] B

|AHMY

=31

undergoing profound and significant chﬁnges.

will Communists be able to solve succe

A-RDP80§-00809A000500450207-0
’ \

als Only

[TIAL

P

IGENCE AG ENCY

N REPORT

Progranm

CRU N,

=

|

DAS AT,

Sl NC.

(-

. DATE DISTR./4 Apr 1954

of Soviet agricultural econonw is
Many‘Western cbservers refer to

w‘ era of the; "New Economic Policy” in
es: recently .dopted by the Soviet goverk-
on' seem to indicate thet the "‘ommunists
economic principles. [T1) >ee‘rr1f>rences Enclo~-
clined to call this veiurm t'xe third
to. compare it with what is known es the
ons, na.mely.‘ the nationalization of land
n of 1917 end the campaign of | complete

Jlaks as a class" during the First-Five-

‘ |
‘ \
‘t‘ed a new policy toward cmlactive farm-
Ficulture and calls for iucree ased invest-
’ssiully

own dogma?

the limitations se‘c by their

1 in Septem‘uer 1953 represents ounly

1ch has been influencing and molding the
:g ‘the last decude. Thereior(‘- it must bve
retrospect. It is' & well cstablished fact

+

IAI: Only

ot

This report is for the use within the USA of the
Agencles  indicated above.

Intc]llgcncc cumponents of the annrtmcnu. or

It is not to Le tmn.smmed overseas | without the concurrence of the

originnting ofMice through the Assistant D.rector ¢f the Office of Collectivn end Dissemination, CIA.

Approved For Release 2000/09/11 :

hA’-RDP80@-‘008!09A00050‘0450207-0

25X1X



S 1 o

"

allued CYOArs

i ]" f’l).'.li',.:. ?.'
L i
suration. Oollective end Scviet s

Lt her

Aol

i tave
: i

. |
! Yowvirt apgriculture surrerca Lurther 1

reed of comnle
Lipes o the p
depeinl ine
| : ¢ cunpndone

"

af el led

aitered vy nolitical act‘ions.(:))

! \
i o Lh

Gt
of ine’ Communist Party mlenkov obser

solvv d; it nes been solved decisively

dhd ol T R T T e e s T T A R T T TR R T R A, e
T R T R R T T T AR T T R MR T T R A R R . N

J Il
nhoe L pre-i orld War 11 Five

o the nnin agriculturgl

Progress in Sovi

ronA o U'“.lm.: onw'lu..(t Te situet ion
Janning of L. ;)OV‘.L‘L veonery Wes in
LA"‘/JFQ,H alap s crandnra

; ealled £or vacie policy|changes. qurull
e reveluetion.  All wrrﬂctlw neas :
swar apricultural policv, such es stromitie Ill. 2

‘a.nd

The Soviut
Ltf- Toorms lo
! ' 'v"fn*mr'y. lossee in manpover w- rc eico vy i
grravated by one fact thnt “Ltc"‘ tLhe ond o 1::v
7o serviconer preferrad nor“*o o tack inte
Sorws uut Lo seev dmnlavment in “l‘uqn industry.

ig hic odn

\
2t Stock-breed

of consumer's|goods and only 9.4%
Worio el Lo Gross oueon. s o
nl wroducts b
in the USSR belore the

| i
‘ | |
! Approved For Release 2q001@943;au éV&-RDRSDL-@9&09A0005004502°7'
‘ -2~ i
| |

’L-; ultinar. geel ool werlad
|

,.x-d a 'uuu"(‘l.u.L\. BN S 00

Sovicn in 1403, Pro

ChoThe wsoment, wasde primary DT:U‘LDL.LUL. Lmu veen v
; i oLt The '.fzﬁol( futrere oMConmur\xsm, with 2
i d eed wn tie sveecessrull | auu auick ren 2lizas
o marifan [country ink powCr.
! ; of agriculture has o‘wa._,'f ocouy
Soviet povarnment n_:'l,a v eved bpot
i Sut ,',.',-LL.,. Al ‘t;lm sussion ‘ the Suprem:
: alimost whn o all in bl‘ll mt betus ¢ 1020 ot L
3 coonomy ) went lor pzc.m.tmn
! As ‘ ult, on the ‘cv' ol

dly rroahbed tne le

e-Year-Flans, Soviet ag'rlculture had been| neslec

STl e v etment

.WH Sh

Totnslarnation
unist ;l“xm

‘In Co

i l(‘l(; pot need o

53 (fne wiole poric

Lo s

. . | N .
introdustion of the  Llinned '.'f.‘,O!\.!)":l.(")

culture sus Tered groatly ‘?F; tie result of toce devestavien: oo World

TLOST -v.v,'.ilc: regions OAJI “on q.w‘"\ cubjectea 1u germe

ue

D1 the St

vior

probvlen, hes veen successiully

orever, ({0

Cw* epriculture and stom-‘breedinb e.rc in e stote o new ahd powerdul progress)

We wlliere honpy to see the gigentic g‘xowtn of our _ocie 7:st srriculituwrel

| ‘ ¢ConoTYy . "(J-‘ Tre o;i’it.iul Soviet encyulowcd*o geve Bhe
‘ filuotrate tie prowth of [Soviet agri u‘lturv":

i |
Animels ALl farms

A ,,r iu'
cullopse ol prewe Commnist i cult.u'el volicy aonenr.
|

chenpres 1n\1'emunom1,ion of labox», intraduction ol new
‘u: Droved denou“t« . Ttiis a *wvw icant coineiucnco
Ll ’i»'rrcn iy 1')) wil'omy Voznesens ky,‘ head
and his starf were dmmwsr’cl. 7) For [the next tiwren y
dusperetely £¢ improve the h‘l‘lulctﬂ "onuitlom in opris

: "'\(r"ogoro(L~ (\3) T".rfntu.zzlly this idea 'xwm"
piven uy Finally, in (lcto’br.r lyh2 btalin nimscli took
and varning. ile re"ogn*zcd the| lnecess ity of
of his book "Proolems of Econrmics™

r

re

) ".!.Crl or
aujective ecenomic "oncu'l. ons exist not only in a e2nit
tn a socialist soclety, and thet ceonomic lows cannot '1.‘"

© 2+ fraec vc their rules and principles of bomulet,e scrrecy, Coumunists uwried es
: lenge 25 poscibie to conepal thedr nroolems in afvricu
‘ i 052, the presvnt Prepmier ttau'nko'
.mdmg 1mormation on Soviet agr cul‘m.mh

ioulture, ‘Ac rect n~1y as

delivz;rately gavef lee and mis-
ln nis revort ,o tihe XIX Congress
ved: "The crain ',.uble"\, vhich was for-
merly regerded es the most acute and serions

|
N
ine (4‘)i
|

s ‘”ov'mh :
ulnu“,- [SVARTE:

oo

[ 4‘(‘*‘T" in

0. "kolkhoz~

L

#lannin I (. cres

S0t mioand bnd 1o oe
to|the I‘ﬂ‘"t’l)l vo volee
1\4.(‘*"1“". main

‘ Joct that
li-iuic worid vut aleo

3.'0‘0115 nod or even

F urtu ermorce he seld:

Tollowing teble "to

Crly with nie th ol "t']in in lareh

110 serioue v-ﬁ(mo”ic ».Muo ¢ al’Teeting

Cteomler aocurck and fmoovtant dectsion
\

| COMFIDENTIAL/PS OFFICILLS OiiLY

‘ "r , only 150 ovr LS dn oy
(Un million hend:z) 1340 195C 1 '»'-0 1559 Wl s Kolkhoz enly
. I . \
Lhly 6530 291 20,4 1108
PR TIPS ‘241.{) 56,1 13240
2005 3.2 5.2 11,0 1130

‘1&1;3 aid the outzl:
‘the Soviet Union.
‘about the leooming erisis 'n agriculture,

é\pproved For Release 2(400/09/171 : &IA-RDP80-00809/*000500450207-0

\
“e porld leern adout

SLulin 8 helrg nad




Approved FO}' Release 20%&%%% %ﬁBP(gQY-OOBO9A000500450207-0

CONF
i ~3-
|
!

‘ The so-ceiled "collective leadership" which took over, knew that in the atmoc-

" ) chere of political ungerte ity sgnisaliuralcesteg ‘bEeds-eXxt rete 1y -dangerols
and could explode trom the smallest spark. Such a catagtrophe would push the

t whole Soviet structure into the ebyss of economic depreesion.

. In September ‘1953 Nikite Khrushchev, First Sccretery of the Tommunist Party, in

' a drametic move bluntly told about the tragic situetion in Soviet agriculture.(13)
' yiithout bot‘ae‘ring to offer eny explanation of the striking controversy betvecn

his own evaluation end thet ol his chief, Premier Malenkov(lu), Khrushchev
reveuled some of the statistics on agriculture.  He cited absolute i'igures and
drev o picture of Soviet agriculture, which even thouah incomplete, showeG thet
the 1ndust:~1é.1 night of the Soviet Union bad been built on quick sand. From
Khrushchev's' speech we learn that Soviet agriculture could not provide ar ade -
quate supply'of basic products, since gross egricultural production increesed
vetween 1940 and 1952 by only 10%.(15) Especielly eppa’ling is the situetion
vhich, accordﬁng to Khrushchev, exists in Soviet livestock breeding. le geve,

for instance,| the following statisticel data: in the whole Soviet Unicn there
vore 33.2 million cows in 1928, 26.6 million in 1941, end only 2L.3 million in
1453, He repfo'rted that collective farms hdve shown complete inability in hend-
ling livestock.. The nurber of cows in the collective farm herds is at a danger-
ously low level. In the Ukraine the ratio has been reduced to 2y of' the total
number of cattle, in Rostov region to 21%, in Moldevie to 19%. On oll Soviet
collective farms (kolkhoz, there were only one million three hundrcd thousand

covs in 1953 as compared with one million eight hundred thousenrd cows in 1933’(1(5)
According to Khrushchev, ‘mvn ‘of mitk has rseched & very low lcvel. In
1958 it was only 905 labds 2 on tho aolleatdys Tanus in the Kostvoms region,

819 kg per cow on the collective farms in thc Vologda region, LST Vo wmer cow on
the collective farms in the Georglan SSR, 64378 kgda. Shy Azerbaijan SSR. (17) i
In the main region of Soviet sheep-raising, Kazakh 3SR, the average output of |
wool per sheep decreased from-2.b kg 'in 1940 to 1.9 kg in 1952. Khrushchev \
steted: "Thel output of the gross produce in swine-breeding in 1952 was. pody L.U

11ii.n tons :as campered with 1.5 millior tons in agko". (27) T

Kirushchev's data rrd some of the rigures published earlicr in the Soviet press |
sre compiled in the Tollowing table: ‘ |

Livestock in the USSR (in millions) |

Animals | 1928 1936 1953 1954 _(5lan) |
Crttle, hofned 70.5 63.2 56,6 65.5 |
ghoos & popts) 1he.7 102.5 10%.9 1k b |
T ‘ 26.0 30.6 28.5 3.5 !

Since the p?n' tion of the Soviet Urion has incrcaced during the lcst 25 years |
ny some 1;07,.19 , computation on & per ceplta besls gives en even more represente-~ }
tive picture of Soviet regression in snimel husbendry. Sucn per cepita figures |
yield the following results: ‘ i

B Livestock in the USSR (per cepita)

Animals 1928 1953
Cattle, horned O.hk 0.27 -
Sheep % goutsa; 0.7€ 0.52 ‘
Piss | _ 0.16 , 0.1k |

‘ 7. For reasons nbt given, Khrushchev did not reveal any abgolute figures on grain

F rroduction. But even b’ using figurce quoted by Malenkov in his, mtm(»é Sptimin-

[ tie, report to the XIX Congress of the Communist Party in-October 1952 ° , e

| fnd that there were T30 kg of greii per capita in 1937 and oudy A20 kg of grain

| ver capitn ini 1952, Articles published by leading Soviet newepapers reveal uore |
f about deplormple conditions existing in SBoviet agriculture, For insteuce, 'Pravde] i

i : o ‘
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2y Sep 53‘ complained that: "... In rigif&‘x"'égions, districts and republics the!

soving areas under potatoes and other vegetables have not reached the vrewar
’p» levu{l... yield remains low", ‘'Pravda®, 26.6epi53 stated that: “The lnvel

|

i

ronci‘ned ip production of meats, milk, wool, eggs, hides end other products oJ‘l
mninal husbandry is unsatisfactory... State plans for the increasc or livestodck

and ‘poultjry have not been fulfilled year after veer,"” 1
R I{hru‘shch-‘:ir has tried diligently to show that the main causec of the present cr~ltti-
cal lsituetion in Sovict egriculture has been a "technical®” one. iHe would like
to c‘onvey}the impression that the basic principles o: Communist arm volicy Have
rroved correct and were not responsible for any shortcomings. rne complained !
t:.atﬁ "Dﬁ.ring the post-war years.a large number of the best cducated collective
reasants have transferred to work in industry."(21) He also blamed locsl coliec-
‘tive‘ faris|leadership for its inability and low efficiency. Actuelly, these
z‘actPrs p}ayed nly the secondary.role in the development of the vresent crisiis.
Tre main reasons Tor the failure of Soviet agricultural policy are te be found
-;1sc"v'here.; ] “
: . . X ) |
2 Tioizawell known fact thet the pvercentege of rural populetion in +he Soviet U
is sjf,i%%f)s{uch-higher'than in the advanced iudustrial countries or the Western i
. o |
|
\

World. Therefare it is not physical shortage of manpower but the low LYo
ductivity ‘of the so-called "socialized" labor, which hes heen mzinly responsible
ror :?ailur‘cs of the Soviet agricultural economy. Present reform is, in r:l‘l‘cct?,
Comreunist recognition of the simple economic axiom that the nost essergti\al{ B

incentive for productive work is personal interest.(23) Durihg the yddrs of ‘
“Lhe {greati gocial experiment” Commnistg\_ltr:_t,eg 4n vain to invent and to upoly
uwiericus artificial substitutes for thig“bagic %ﬁivir;g__‘poygr ¢0f humen.progress.
These so-called "social stimuli™ have been the ‘Peatites of Soviet economic lije,
since the time of the Bolshevik Revolution. They nave taken dili'crent forms and
they have been called differen* .names: "Socielist emuletion", ‘breletarion. L
consclousness”, "Stakhanov's movement", "Soviet patriotism”, “criticism and sdir-
:riti}cism",‘ etc, But they all have this in common: They hr:ve not produced
rusulﬁ:s unless supplemented to a great extent by plein elewental fear, fear of
arrest, fear of torture, fear of starvation, fear of cold death in Siberie an
~zry pther |kinds of fear. And every time the Soviet government, I'or reasons
- th.anlhumanity, has had to rescrt temporarily to milder treatment of its
cts, it had to reintroduce well recognized but completely anti-Marxien
methods of leconomic stimulation.

10. Todny, i1 order to save their regime, Comaunists are iorced to do more than i
merely 'devise new slogans and mottos for their propagends.. A period of e |
"poc.kz%t r.iz:e New ' momic Policy"™ im agriculture has actually begun, Collective
beesents are encourmged to enlarge and develop their private landboldings. ;
Priceg for cattle delivered to the state have been increesed by not less than |,
555, c.elivd-y orices for milk and butter have been increased by 10%.(21‘) This}
'l not only creete economic stimulug but will also increase buying power of ‘
11¢ peasants &ad their demand for industrisl consumer's goods. In order to \
sat...s this demand and to aveid increase in prices and general inflation, the||
regime will} have to step up producticu of consumer's good. Taxes paid by
collective farmers on the Lincome derived from their individusl households have
been substantially reduced.(25) Blmltaneously an increase in output of lignt
industry has been promiced by the new leaders.(26) But at the sawme time Commun
are un.‘derta‘;ing & new political-administrative campaign in order to eventually
place “hc weakened sector of their "economic front" under tigut comtrol.
Khrushchev dedicated & good part of his spoech on agriculture to this theme.
paid: ‘ "Why |do not we now... iesue an appeal on beralf of the Party, call on th
best pFoplc |from the citles, let us say, ‘riftg thousand Communists, and send
1 " them to ntrnggthen the work in the village?"(27)
‘l 11, It 48 rcry J;.ikely that, based on Listorical precedent, as soon os th Party :on
epparatus feels itself strong encugh and becomes agein absolute mastir in Sovie
viliages, "the Malenkov New Economic Policy" will be celled off. Communists do
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tactics are flexible but their goals memain tho same, and their main goal vas,
is and will contiuue to be yorld.conguest by Commnism. Cepnumist leaders in
; the Kremlin realize that this goal can be achieved ouly on the basis of a strong-

P . not change theiri' gools and cbjeptdves. ~Thoy oudy change their tactics. Their

arm 'policy, & policy whish calls for industriel development, at the expense of
the general economic welfsre of dommmanist subjects. "Cannons irstead of butter”
is the motto of Commmnists todsy and will continue to be their motto in the ears
co come. The recent reforms. do;nat:present & lasting solution of the basic prob-
lem:of Soviet agriculture, namely: the conflict between individualistic and
collectivist psychologies. Thewe reforms are: only & temporary expedient on the
part of Communists, a compromise, introduced in order to postpone the implemen-

_ tation of the solution of the gﬁﬁgultml problem to an historical moment more

% favoredbls to them. Pooe R 1

l

= end =

; ENCLOSURE (A): TList of Refererscs [N in the Compilation of this
Report o : 25X1X

eyt

i
]
i
i
|
i

g T R R RA S e B SRR S TR TR e B TR PR EEE TR T T TN AR

Approved For Release 2606108111 CIA-RDP80-00809A000500450207-0




! Approved For Release 2000/09/11 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000500450207-0

EROLUSUIE (A) CONFIDENLJAL/US. GFFICIALS ONLY
Page =l-| ‘ , T A
P | . R iGis

|
(1)‘ The New Economic Policy - XEP -;'ian\‘a. policy of restoration cf "limited capi-
| talism" devised as o remody aga.:}nstaecon)mic crisis, caused by the first attempt
at forming Csimdptt social order, so-called "Wer -Communism”. The “tactical
retreat" was adopted by the Teth Congress of the Communist [Party in March 1921,

i and lasted to 1928. T i :
Also see: V I Lenin, Collected Works, vol XVIII, pt I, pp 67, 343-k.

|
I
i
|

RN A
|
{

(2) one of the first decrees proxmlbﬁ;d. by the Second Congress of Soviets

(26 October - 8 Noverber 1917) ebolirhed private ownership of land and declared
ell land to be the pr@perty of ;hha state.

The following statement about the significarnce of the complete collectivization
which was forcibly carried out :in the campaign of 1929-30 eppears in the official
manual of the history .of the Co t Party. ‘

“This wes a most profound reivolutionn.ry chenge, a Jump from an old qualita-
tive social condition into & new qualitative condition. Tt wrs equal in ite
significance to the revolutionary change in October 1517."
The History of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolshevik), brief course, Moscow,
1948, p 291. : 4
|
(3) Malenkov's breskdown >f the total investments betwren 1928 and 1953:

| Heavy Industry - 638 billion rubles, 63.9% of total
: "

Light Industry - 12 " ‘ 7.3$ " "
Agriculture - ok " " 9. " "
Prausportation -:193 " » 19.b% * ™

Pravda, 9 Aug 53. ‘ ‘
|

|
(4) Alexander Baykov.gives the following statistical data:

_ Item ‘ ,1?.3 1928 1939
Grain (in million quinwals)  816.0 or 801 733.2 1,054

| Sugar beet 1 | 99.2 101.k4 210.2

Cattle (millious) ; | 60,6 70.5 64.6

Sheep end goats (millions) 1121.2 146.7 111.6

Pigs (millions) . 2049 26.0 32.5

A Baykov, Soviet Economic System, New York, 1948, p 325
| There was an increase: in population of awout LO% between 1913 and 1 39.

(5) Estimated losses of the USSR in mampower duripg World War II are 37.5 million.
N S Timasheff, "The Postwar Population of the Soviet Union", The Americen

| -ournal of Sociology, No 2, September 1948.

‘ According to the official Boviet statistics, the Boviet Unlon had tewporarily
| lost,as the result of the Germen ocoupation auring World Wer II,en area which
‘1 accounted for U5§ of the populabion, 2% of gross output of industry, W% of

\
\
|

the sown aren, 45% of cattle end 55% of railwey lines.
N Voznesensky, The War ‘Bconomy | £ the USSR during the patriotic War, Mosgcow, 1947,

(4) According to the official Soviét figures, gross grain production dropped frem
€6 million metric tons in 1945 4o 61 million metric toms in 1546,

Pravda, 22 Jar H7. ‘

\
\ ‘ :
(7)) Nikolay Vozneoensky, a lending Boviet economist, was the head of the State

Planning Comnission (esplan”) from 1939 to 1949. He wno also e member of the

Party Centrel Committze and of | the ! ?'. He also held the position of

Vice-Premier. No reauons for his di’b’iniaia.’i wire ever given by the Soviet
government. |

|
|
|
|
|
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,Gree.'t economist ‘Adan Smith obaerved ‘chat o T e

‘ibut to eat ss much and to lebor as little as possible.

() "aprogored” In Ruselan mene Farm-City. Commniate tried to improve producti-

vity of their egriculturc by enlargling and combining Kolkhozy and by creating
huge state farms (Sovkhozy). Wikile Kurushchev wes believed to be in charge of
‘this compaign which wos launched In 1950, Earlier, in 10k7-45, Communists made

_an unzuceessful attempl to Increanse 'griculturs.l production Ly introducing

nimercus measuras known as "ffalin's Plan of Transformation of Nature™. This
;included & huge plen for afforeststion of large arcas in the most fertile
t‘egiona ol t:}v> nolet Jnion and expancion ol irrigation projects.

I v "%talin, Et‘onomtc{‘rrb]vms of*- s"rlnlxsn in the USSR, Moscow, 1952.
l‘rnv\..n., 10 Ot 52. o
Prr-vda, 10 O c 5

The Great, (4ovt l'.nc-yf-lopev*m, ol 80, p o3h,

Pr'\w\q 15 So*‘: ‘r}.
I‘ravle 10 ch 'j:.-.

Bross ngrid‘ul\'urﬂ‘ p“c*‘\.\r‘i ion in the Soviet Union in 1040 wna only Tw lerger
“then in 10ho,

Econmr-ic Survey of Europs in 1951, Geneva, 1952, d 13k, -

Durtng tone same period of time, population incroaaed by about 3% (from 398
mll&on to 203 miluon)

Cows oune'\ by %ovh &TE net mcluded.

Aa comxrcd wnh twnrngv milk pm\«uction in 1950-51 for one co¥ in tnc oth;r
countrfess Holland 3700 kg, Izrael 3517 kg, Relgium 3450 kg, Switzerland

- 2080 kg, Federnl Republic 2640 kg, US 2.20 kg.

S Shvertz, The Socialist Courier, October-November, 1953, » 183,

Prevan, 15 Sep 53

Ponu]nt,ion of the Soviet Union {millions):
. © 1928 - 151 (estimated)
1953 -« 210 (estimateq)
The C-re-o.t Seviet Encyclopedts, vol XX (p 42), glves the following three figures

coon the pepulation o the USKR:

1926 - 147 miilion
1939 - 17086 ™
Who - 293 "

Malenkov's Tizure wes efght billion poods (131.1 million mctrié tons )
Pravds, 10 QOct 52.

Pravde, 15 Sep 53

o6 his apeech to the XTX Party Congress In October 1952, Malenkov stated that
the urban population of ihe Sovit Union was 80 million. This meens that sbout
62% ¢ totel populstion lives in rural communities.
Pravd.a 19 Oct 52.

in. the IS tnis ratio is only 36 2% and in Canada 40%.

"The experiences of 21l sges ant nationg @mstrate thet the wox‘k done by
glaves, though it appears to cost only their mmintenance, is in the end the
dearest of sny. A person who can acquire no property cen have no other <nterest

Whatever work he does
beyend what is sufficient to purchase his own maintenance can be squeezed out of

“.-him by violence only, and not by any interest of his owa."
- ‘Adsm Smit‘n, W@alth of Nations, 1.937 ed, p 365.
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: - Kar] Marx pointed out thet:|
F "The lowest rossiblr‘ wage wh
dent of his work.
"Manuscripts of Karl Marx", Bolshevik, 1932, No 5.

14

t ‘ (24) Pravis and Izvesiiya.?6 Sep|53.

(22) Pravdo, 13 Sep 3. ‘
(26) Iv‘a.lenkox'r'c ‘speech to the ‘iupreme ‘Soviet, Pre.vda "9 Aug 53.
Mikoyan'e spmech Qu production of consumers goods Pravde, 25 Oct 53.

‘“Decrée on Increaning Outnu‘t of Consumer's Goods", Izvestiya, 28 (‘Jct 53.

(27) Pravda, 15 Sed y3. | ‘ |
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